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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, see remark page 10, line 10, filed 12/3/2007, with respect 
to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-27 under 102 and 103 rejections have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Simpson-Young et al. (Pat No.: 7191236). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 14, 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Monroe (Pat No.: 6130917), In view of Simpson-Young et al. (Pat 
No.: 7191236). 
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For claim 1 , Monroe disclosed the method of determining the protocol of a 
service discovery request received from a client (see column 2, lines 26-50, and see fig. 
1). As shown in the reference, one end of the user's protocol is determined; translating 
the protocol of the service discovery request into a service discovery protocol used by a 
service registry, the translated service discovery request being used to discover a 
service provider of the service requested (see column 2, lines 55-67, and see column 3, 
lines 1-10, and see fig. 1). In the reference, both end users' protocol will be compared to 
detect incompatibilities, if incompatibilities detected, then conversion begins. Here, we 
can interpret that the service discovery request is the first protocol used by one end, 
and the service discovery protocol can be a compatible protocol used by both ends. All 
users' protocols are stored into memory for future references. Therefore we can 
interpret the memory as a service registry; detecting incompatibilities between the client 
and the service provider (Monroe see column 2, lines 45-55); The source and 
destination data format is determined; and translating the service provided to the client 
by the service provider in response to the detected incompatibilities (see column 3, lines 
1-25). Finally, the system will start the conversion upon the detection of 
incompatibilities. 

However, Monroe did not disclose the method of translating the protocol of the 
service discovery request into a service discovery protocol, and using the protocol to 
discover a service provider of the service requested. Simpson-Young et al. from the 
same or similar fields of endeavor teaches the method of translating the protocol of the 
service discovery request into a service discovery protocol, and using the protocol to 
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discover a service provider of the service requested (Simpson-Young et al. see column 
8, lines 15-67, column 12, lines 20-67, column 13, lines 1-45, see fig. 2). Each entity 
has a different profile and Disc/Announce means for searching and standardizing 
different services. As shown in fig. 2, once all the entities 102-108 have discovered 
each other, the profiles of each entity will be standardized to be capable of at least a 
minimum degree of communication, and therefore for using the standardization, the 
camera 102 can communication with low resolution printer 104 across the network 
using miniSLP protocol. Thus, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to use the method as taught by Simpson-Young et 
al. in the network of Monroe. The motivation for using the method as taught by 
Simpson-Young et al. in the network of Monroe being that it provides communication 
flexibility. 

Regarding to claim 2, Monroe also disclosed the method of translating the 
protocol includes selecting one of a plurality of service discovery interfaces that are 
compatible with the service registry (see column 5, lines 58-67, and fig. 3, database 16). 
As shown the system selects a compatible data format from the database 16. 

Regarding to claims 14, and 17 Monroe also disclosed the method of a service 
requestor coupled to the service translation system and adapted to submit a service 
request using a first service discovery protocol (see column 4, lines 26-50, and see fig. 
1). As shown the source or the service requestor originates a data format, which can be 
considered as the first protocol; a service translation proxy coupled to the service 
requestor and adapted to translate the first service discovery protocol of the service 
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request into a second service protocol (see column 2, lines 27-37, and see column 4, 
lines 45-60, and see fig. 1). As shown, both end users' protocol will be compared to 
detect incompatibilities, if incompatibilities detected, then conversion begins, and since 
conversion can be done at either end; and a service provider coupled to the service 
translation system and adapted to provide the service requested, wherein the service 
translation proxy is further adapted to translate the service provided into a format that is 
compatible with the service requester (see column 4, lines 45-60). 

However, Monroe did not disclose the method of translate the service provided 
into a format that is compatible with the service requestor. Simpson-Young et al. 
disclosed the method of translate the service provided into a format that is compatible 
with the service requestor (Simpson-Young et al. see column 8, lines 15-67, column 12, 
lines 20-67, column 13, lines 1-45, see fig. 2). Each entity has a different profile and 
Disc/Announce means for searching and standardizing different services. As shown in 
fig. 2, once all the entities 102-108 have discovered each other, the profiles of each 
entity will be standardized to be capable of at least a minimum degree of 
communication, and therefore for using the standardization, the camera 102 can 
communication with low resolution printer 104 across the network using miniSLP 
protocol. Thus, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to use the method as taught by Simpson-Young et al. in the 
network of Monroe. The motivation for using the method as taught by Simpson-Young 
et al. in the network of Monroe being that it provides communication flexibility. 
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Regarding to claim 18, Monroe disclosed the method of means for receiving the 
service provided using a first transport protocol (see column 4, lines 26-50, and see fig. 
1). As shown the source or the service requestor originates a data format, which can be 
considered as the first protocol; and means for providing the service provided using a 
second transport protocol (see column 4, lines 45-60). After the conversion, the end 
users are using a compatible data format, which can be considered as the second 
protocol. 

Regarding to claim 19, same rejection is applied as to claim 17, because claim 
17 is a method claim, and 19 is a system claim. 

Regarding to claim 20, Monroe disclosed the method of locating a service 
provider comprises issuing the translated service request to a service registry (see 
column 5, lines 58-67, and fig. 3, database 16). As shown the system selects a 
compatible data format from the database 16. 

Regarding to claim 21, Monroe also disclosed the method of locating a service 
provider comprises forwarding the service request to another service translation proxy 
located within the network (see column 5, lines 14-55, and fig. 3). As shown, the 
originator's protocol is examined to determine compatibilities, if detects incompatible, 
the protocol is be transmitted to database 16 to select the appropriate protocol to 
comply with an endpoint. 

5. Claims 3-13, 15, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Monroe (Pat No.: 6130917), In view of Simpson-Young etal. (Pat No.: 7191236), 
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as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Klaghofer et al. (Pub No.: 
2003/0048855). 

For claim 3, Monroe, and Simpson-Young et al. disclosed all the subject matter 
of the claimed invention with the exception of the number of service discovery interfaces 
is programmable. Klaghofer et al. from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches 
the method of the number of service discovery interfaces is programmable (see 
paragraph 0021 , lines 1-6). Thus, it would have been obvious to the person or ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the method as taught by Klaghofer et al. 
in the network of Monroe, and Simpson-Young et al. The motivation for using the 
network as taught by Klaghofer et al. in the network of Monroe and Simpson-Young et 
al. being that it provides various programmable functions in devices to perform 
conversion. 

Regarding to claim 4, Monroe disclosed the method of detecting the 
incompatibilities comprises analyzing session descriptions (see column 4, lines 45-55). 
In the reference, the system selects the proper conversion technique based on the 
detection incompatibilities, which can be interpreted as analyzing session description. 
However, Monroe did not disclose the method of session descriptions contained within 
Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) messages exchanged between the client and the 
service provider. Klaghofer et al. also disclosed the method of session descriptions 
contained within Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) messages exchanged between the 
client and the service provider (see paragraph 0023, lines 1-10). In the reference, the 
system is using multimedia communication according to a SIP standard. Thus, it would 
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have been obvious to the person or ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use the method as taught by Klaghofer et al. in the network of Monroe. The motivation 
for using the network as taught by Klaghofer et al. in the network of Monroe being that it 
provides one standard protocol even with differently furnished coding and decoding 
methods. 

Regarding to claim 5, Monroe disclosed the method of the session descriptions 
transmitted by the client reflects the capabilities of the client (see column 4, lines 45-55). 
In the reference, the system selects the proper conversion technique based on the 
detection of incompatibilities, which can be interpreted as analyzing session description. 

Regarding to claim 6, Monroe disclosed the method of the capabilities of the 
client include media session capabilities (see column 4, lines 27-40 and see fig. 1). The 
reference supports audio signal, which is the media session. 

Regarding to claim 7, Monroe disclosed the method of the session descriptions 
transmitted by the service provider reflects the capabilities of the service provider (see 
column 4, lines 45-55, and see fig. 1). In the reference, the system selects the proper 
conversion technique based on the detection of incompatibilities. 

Regarding to claim 8, Monroe disclosed the method of the capabilities of the 
service provider include media session capabilities (see column 4, lines 27-40). The 
reference supports audio signal, which is the media session. 

Regarding to claim 9, Monroe disclosed the method of translating the service 
provided comprises translating media received from the service provider into a format 
compatible with the media session capabilities of the client (see column 4, lines 27-40). 
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The reference originates an audio signal from the source, and since the system can 
initiates conversion at the source or destination, so therefore in this case, the system 
converts the destination data format to comply with the audio signal generated from the 
source. 

Regarding to claim 10, Monroe disclosed the method of modifying the session 
descriptions received from the client to match the session descriptions received from 
the service provider; and transmitting the modified session descriptions to the service 
provider (see column 2, lines 27-50, and see column 4, lines 27-67). As shown in the 
reference, the conversion can be done at source or destination endpoints, depending on 
application requirement. 

Regarding to claim 11, Monroe disclosed the method of modifying the session 
descriptions received from the service provider to match the session descriptions 
received from the client; and transmitting the modified session descriptions to the client 
(see column 2, lines 27-50, see column 4, lines 45-55). In the reference, the system 
selects the proper conversion technique based on the detection of incompatibilities, 
which can be interpreted as analyzing session description. As shown in the reference, 
the system can initiates conversion at the source or destination 

Regarding to claim 12, Monroe disclosed the method of translating the service 
provided comprises: receiving messages from the service provider using a first transport 
protocol; and transmitting the messages received from the service provider to the client 
using a second transport protocol (see column 2, lines 27-50). As shown, the source 
originates a data format, which is the first protocol, and then conversion takes place at 
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the source to change the data format at the source to comply with the destination data 
format, which is the second protocol. 

Regarding to claim 13, Monroe disclosed the method of translating the service 
provided comprises: receiving messages from the client using the second transport 
protocol; and transmitting the messages received from the client to the service provider 
using the first transport protocol (see column 2, lines 27-50). As shown, the source 
originates a data format, which is the first protocol, and then conversion takes place at 
the destination to change the data format at the destination to comply with the source 
data format, which is the second protocol. 

Regarding to claim 15, Monroe disclosed the method of the service translation 
proxy comprises a programmable number of service discovery protocol interfaces (see 
paragraph 0021, lines 1-6). Thus, it would have been obvious to the person or ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the method as taught by Klaghofer et al. 
in the network of Monroe. The motivation for using the network as taught by Klaghofer 
et al. in the network of Monroe being that it provides various programmable functions in 
devices to perform conversion. 

Regarding to claim 16, Monroe disclosed the method of a service registry 
coupled to receive the service request in the second protocol, wherein the service 
request is transmitted by one of the programmable number of service discovery protocol 
interfaces (see column 2, lines 55-67, and see column 3, lines 1-10). All users' protocols 
are stored into memory for future references. Therefore we can interpret the memory as 
a service registry. 
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6. Claims 22-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Simpson-Young et al. (Pat No.: 7191236), in view of Klaghofer et al. (Pub No.: 
2003/0048855). 

For claim 22, Simpson-Young et al. disclosed the method of a plurality of home 
devices adapted to exchange media content in a first format via a first service discovery 
protocol; at least one mobile device adapted to exchange media content in a second 
format via a second service discovery protocol (Simpson-Young et al. see column 8, 
lines 15-67, column 12, lines 20-67, column 13, lines 1-45, see fig. 2). Each entity has a 
different profile and Disc/Announce means for searching and standardizing different 
services, wherein the searching mean may being using a protocol for discovery 
services. As shown in fig. 2, once all the entities 102-108 have discovered each other, 
the profiles of each entity will be standardized to be capable of at least a minimum 
degree of communication, and therefore for using the standardization, the camera 102 
can communication with low resolution printer 104 across the network using miniSLP 
protocol. However, Simpson-Young et al. did not disclose the method of a service 
translation proxy coupled to the plurality of home devices and the at least one mobile 
device, wherein the service translation proxy is adapted to translate the media 
exchanged between the plurality of home devices and the at least one mobile device in 
response to their respective capabilities. Klaghofer et al. disclosed the method of a 
service translation proxy coupled to the plurality of home devices and the at least one 
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mobile device, wherein the service translation proxy is adapted to translate the media 
exchanged between the plurality of home devices and the at least one mobile device in 
response to their respective capabilities (see paragraph 0039, lines 1-10, and 
paragraph 0040, lines 1-5, and see fig. 3). In the reference, a mobile radio device 
produces a connection to the base station 2, and the base station 2 forward the 
connection to GSM gateway 3, and the GSM gateway 3 converts the signals to IP 
packets and forward it to terminal device 5. Therefore, the IP packet can be considered 
the second format. Thus, it would have been obvious to the person or ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to use the method as taught by Klaghofer et at. in the 
network of Simpson-Young et al. The motivation for using the network as taught by 
Klaghofer et al. in the network of Simpson-Young et al. being that it provides one 
standard protocol even with differently furnished coding and decoding methods. 

Regarding to claim 23, Klaghofer et al. disclosed the method of the service 
translation proxy is coupled to the plurality of home devices and the at least one mobile 
device via a proximity connection (see paragraph 0039, lines 1-10, and paragraph 0040, 
lines 1-5, and see fig. 3). In the reference, a mobile radio device produces a connection 
to the base station 2, where the connection can be proximity connection. 

Regarding to claim 24, Klaghofer et al. disclosed the method of the proximity 
connection includes a Bluetooth connection (see paragraph 0039, lines 1-10, and 
paragraph 0040, lines 1-5, and see fig. 3). In the reference, a mobile radio device 
produces a connection to the base station 2, where the connection can be wireless 
connection. 
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Regarding claim 25, Simpson-Young et al. disclosed the method of evaluating 
differences in media capabilities between the mobile device and the home device via 
the respective first and second service discovery protocols and translating media 
exchanged between the mobile device and the home device in response to the media 
capability differences between the mobile device and the home device (Simpson-Young 
et al. see column 8, lines 15-67, column 12, lines 20-67, column 13, lines 1-45, see fig. 
2). Each entity has a different profile and Disc/Announce means for searching and 
standardizing different services. As shown in fig. 2, once all the entities 102-108 have 
discovered each other, the profiles of each entity will be standardized to be capable of 
at least a minimum degree of communication, and therefore for using the 
standardization, the camera 102 can communication with low resolution printer 104 
across the network using miniSLP protocol. However, Simpson-Young et al. did not 
disclose the method of establishing the mobile device and the home device as entities 
of a wireless home network, wherein the mobile device communicates via a first service 
discovery protocol and the second device communicates via a second service discovery 
protocol. Klaghofer et al. disclosed the method of establishing the mobile device and the 
home device as entities of a wireless home network, wherein the mobile device 
communicates via a first service discovery protocol and the second device 
communicates via a second service discovery protocol (Klaghofer et al. see paragraph 
0039, lines 1-10, and paragraph 0040, lines 1-5, and see fig. 3). In the reference, a 
mobile radio device 1 communicates with control device 4, and terminal device 5 at the 
VoIP network. The units 4 and 5 can be considered as home devices. Thus, it would 
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have been obvious to the person or ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use the method as taught by Klaghofer et al. in the network of Simpson-Young et al. 
The motivation for using the network as taught by Klaghofer et al. in the network of 
Simpson-Young et al. being that it provides one standard protocol even with differently 
furnished coding and decoding methods. 

Regarding to claim 26, Simpson-Young et al. disclosed the method of 
automatically determining the media format capability of the mobile device using a 
service translation proxy and automatically determining the media format capability of 
the home device using the service translation proxy (see column 1, lines 50-67, and 
column 2, lines 1-10). 

Regarding to claim 27, Klaghofer et al. disclosed the method of translating the 
media format received from the home device into media format that is compatible with 
the media format capability of the mobile device and translating the media format 
received from the mobile device into media format that is compatible with the media 
format capability of the home device (Klaghofer et al. see paragraph 0039, lines 1-10, 
and paragraph 0040, lines 1-5, and see fig. 3). As shown in the drawing, the home 
device unit 5 in the VoIP network transmit IP packet to the GSM gateway 3, and the 
gateway will convert the IP packet to wireless connection to mobile 1 . 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kan Yuen whose telephone number is 571-270-1413. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 1 0:00a. m-3:00p.m EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky O. Ngo can be reached on 571-272-3139. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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